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1. □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. S Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 09/433.320 . 

3. □ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this national stage application from the 

International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* Certified copies not received: . 

Applicant has THREE MONTHS FROM THE "MAILING DATE" of this communication to file a reply complying with the requirements 
noted below. Failure to timely comply will result in ABANDONMENT of this application. 
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Paper No./Mail Date . 
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REASONS FOR ALLOWANCE 

l. The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 

The prior art of record do not anticipate nor do they reasonably suggest the 
apparatus for cutting a web material as claimed in claims 38, 51 and 56. The closest 
prior art, Baumann et al (US 4,276,797), teaches a web dispenser comprising many of 
the claimed elements including a rotating cutting cylinder (e.g. Figs. 6a and 7a) having a 
plurality of blade segments (e.g. 68, 78) having actuators (e.g. 63) so as to provide 
selective extension and retraction of the blade segments (in terms of sequence of 
operation) with respect to the cutting cylinder to thereby cut the web material in a 
particular cut pattern. However, none of the blade segments taught by Baumann et al 
remain retracted during a full rotation of the cutting cylinder. There is no teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation in the prior art of record to provide Baumann et al with the 
lacking features noted above. 

For further reasons, attention is respectfully drawn to other closely related prior 
art, MacFarren (US 1,965,523) and Meeks (US 6,026,727), in which both teach rotary 
flying shears whereby the blade segment is selectively extended and retracted. Fig. 3 in 
MacFarren and Figs. 4-10 in Meeks. MacFarren at most teaches the extension and 
retraction of one blade segment (e.g. 18, 19) distributed along the length of the cutting 
cylinder. There is no teaching, suggestion, or motivation in MacFarren, Baumann et al, 
nor any of the other prior art of record to provide MacFarren with a plurality of 
selectively actuated blade segments wherein at least one of the blade segments either do 
not cut at all or remain retracted during a full rotation of the cylinder since MacFarren's 
device is designed to simply cut the web material with no teaching, suggestion, or 
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motivation in the prior art of record for pattern cuts especially selective discontinuous 
cuts provided by a non-extended blade segment. Moreover, there is no motivation in 
the prior art of record to provide Baumann et al with the actuated blade segment as 
taught and suggested by MacFarren since to incorporate such an arguably automated 
and complicated mechanism for an industrial cutting cylinder in a simple dispenser of 
Baumann et al is believed to be discouraging and therefore non-obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art. In Meeks, the blade segment (e.g. 44) is selectively rotated to 
cut vis-a-vis a trip switch. However, Meeks lacks a plurality of blade segments 
distributed along the length of the cylinder and for substantially the same reasons set 
forth above with respect to MacFarren, there is no teaching, suggestion, or motivation in 
the prior art of record to provide Meeks with the lacking features. The Examiner notes 
MacFarren and Meeks for the fact that extension and retraction of a blade segment is 
known per se for a single blade segment in the rotary cutting cylinder art. 

Other closely related prior art, Yoshida et al (US 5,152,205) and Hirakawa et al 
(US 5,297,461), are mentioned here due to their teachings of selective cutting, i.e. 
slotting, of web material for substantially the same reasons as Applicant's invention. 
However, both Yoshida et al and Hirakawa et al obtain this type of cutting vis-a-vis 
selective actuation of sections of a sectioned anvil cylinder. Thus, the sectioned anvil 
cylinder lacks any blade segments that are selectively extended and retracted wherein at 
least one of the blade segments remains retracted during a full rotation of the cylinder 
or does not cut at all. Due to the fact that selective actuation of sections of a sectioned 
anvil cylinder is not applicable to a cutting cylinder having a plurality of blade segments, 
it is believed that there is no teaching, suggestion, or motivation in the teachings of 
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Yoshida et al and Hirakawa et al to provide similar actuated segments for a cutting 
cylinder. 

Lastly, Kwiteck (US 2,870,840), is mentioned because Kwiteck teaches a cutting 
cylinder (14) having a plurality of blade segments (36) distributed along the length of 
the cylinder. Thus, Kwiteck teaches that it is old and well known in the rotary cutting 
art to have a cutting cylinder with a plurality of blade segments per se. However, none 
of the blade segments are selectively extended and retracted by a respective actuator. 

In sum, certain aspects of the claimed invention are taught by the prior art as 
noted above, e.g. plurality of blade segments and selective extension and retraction by 
an actuator of a blade segment. However, none of the prior art of record teach or 
suggest the combination of elements as claimed in claims 1, 9, 12, 21, 24, 33, and 38 
wherein at least one of the blade segments remains retracted during a full rotation of the 
cutting cylinder or not cut the web material. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 

2. The terminal disclaimer filed on 8/21/ 2006 disclaiming the terminal portion of 
any patent granted on this application which would extend beyond the expiration date 
of U.S. Patent No. 6,722,243 has been reviewed and is accepted. The terminal 
disclaimer has been recorded. 

3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Charles Goodman whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
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4508. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday between 8:30 AM to 
6:00 PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Boyer Ashley, can be reached on (571) 272-4502. In lieu of mailing, it is 
encouraged that all formal responses be faxed to (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http:/ /pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at (866) 217-9197 (toll-free). 
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